






in	 its	 original	 historical	 context.	 Given	 the	 urgency	 of	 concerns	 about	 the	 modern	
ecological	 crisis,	 there	 is	 also	 a	 need	 to	 use	 scripture	 to	 assist	 in	 development	 of	




into	an	appropriate,	biblically‐inspired	response	 to	 the	ecological	crisis	which	 involves	




here	 is	 concern	 in	 the	 community	 in	general,	 and	among	Christians	 in	particular,	
about	what	will	be	referred	 to	 in	 this	paper	as	 the	ecological	crisis,	 i.e.,	 the	harm	
done	 to	non‐human	creation	by	modern,	 industrialised	 society.	Over	 the	 last	half	
century,	 there	 has	 been	 a	 concerted	 effort	 to	 examine	 how	 the	 Bible	 can	 be	 used	 as	 a	
resource	 for	 Christians	 in	 responding	 to	 this	 crisis.	 However,	 this	 has	 met	 with	 only	
limited	 success.	 In	 part,	 this	 can	 be	 blamed	on	 an	 emphasis	 on	using	 the	Bible	 only	 for	
establishing	orthodoxy,	 i.e.,	 right	 thinking,	with	a	 flawed	assumption	that	orthodoxy	will	
lead	 to	 orthopraxy,	 i.e.,	 right	 action.	 Instead,	 this	 paper	 explicitly	 investigates	 this	 step	
from	orthodoxy	to	orthopraxy,	with	the	goal	of	using	the	Bible	to	inform	the	actions	of	a	
faith	 community	 in	 response	 to	 the	 modern	 ecological	 crisis.	 Insights	 from	 Speech‐Act	




The	paper	 is	 structured	as	 follows.	First,	 existing	approaches	 to	using	 the	Bible	 in	
environmental	 ethics	 are	 analysed	 to	 identify	 where	 some	 new,	 complementary	
approaches	 can	 be	 useful.	 Next,	 a	 novel	 analytical	 approach,	 called	 here	 ecological	
appropriation,	is	motivated,	explained	and	justified.	This	is	followed	by	a	detailed	analysis	









While	 Christians	 have	 always	 delighted	 in	 God’s	 good	 creation,	 the	 birth	 of	 modern	
academic	 eco‐theology	 can	be	 seen	 as	 a	 response	 to	 an	 influential	 1967	article	 by	Lynn	





may	 be	 happy	 at	 the	 notions,	 first,	 that,	 viewed	 historically,	 modern	 science	 is	 an	
extrapolation	of	natural	theology	and,	second,	that	modern	technology	is	at	least	partly	
to	be	explained	as	an	Occidental,	voluntarist	realization	of	the	Christian	dogma	of	man's	
transcendence	 of,	 and	 rightful	 mastery	 over,	 nature.	 But,	 as	 we	 now	 recognize,	
somewhat	over	a	century	ago	science	and	technology	...	joined	to	give	mankind	powers	




In	 Genesis	 1:28,	 humans	 are	 called	 to	 fill	 the	 earth,	 and	 subdue	 it,	 and	 to	 have	
dominion	 over	 all	 living	 things.	 Interpretations	 of	 this	 text	 vary	 widely.	 In	 the	 view	 of	
some,	such	as	Westermann,	dominion	means	“wise	stewardship.”4	 In	 the	view	of	others,	






The	apocalyptic	message	 in	2	Peter	3:10‐13	suggests	 that	 this	earth	 is	going	 to	be	
destroyed	and	the	fall	of	earth	is	seen	as	part	of	the	eschatological	process.	If	a	new,	better	





















category	 is	 Readings	 of	 Recovery,	which	 attempt	 to	 show	 that	 problematic	 texts	 can	be	






open	 to	 debate	 and	 contestation.”10	 Habel	 has	 recently	 published	 an	 entire	monograph	
disputing	whether	 a	 green	 reading	 of	 the	 Bible	 is	 possible,	 in	 which	 he	 states:	 “In	 this	
volume,	 I	dare	 to	 face	 the	reality	 that	 the	Bible	 is	an	 inconvenient	 text	 that	 includes	not	
only	‘green’	texts	but	‘grey	texts’	–	texts	that	do	not	reflect	a	genuine	concern	for	creation	
or	empathy	for	earth.”11	
Next,	 Horrell	 classifies	 some	 approaches	 as	 Readings	 of	 Resistance.	 These	
acknowledge	 that	 there	 are	 conflicts	 between	 modern	 environmental	 ethics	 and	 some	
biblical	texts.	Most	Readings	of	Resistance	give	precedence	to	extra‐biblical	environmental	
ethics	and	review	Bible	texts	with	this	lens,	in	a	similar	fashion	to	some	feminist	readings	
that	 test	 the	 Bible	 against	 modern	 interpersonal	 ethical	 principles.	 The	 best	 known	
example	 is	 the	 Earth	 Bible	 project,	 which	 examines	 texts	 through	 the	 lens	 of	 six	 extra‐
biblical	eco‐justice	principles,	developed	 in	conjunction	with	environmentalists,	ethicists	
and	 theologians.	The	principles	are	 Intrinsic	Worth,	 Interconnectedness,	Voice,	Purpose,	
Mutual	Custodianship	 and	Resistance.12	The	Earth	Bible	project	has	been	 extended	by	a	
Society	 of	 Biblical	 Literature	 Consultation,	 which	 suggested	 a	 hermeneutical	 approach	
based	on	 the	 steps	of	 suspicion	of	 bias,	 identification	with	 creation,	 and	 retrieval	 of	 the	
true	message.13	A	problem	with	such	Readings	of	Resistance	is	that	judging	the	value	of	a	
biblical	 text	 based	 on	 extra‐biblical	 eco‐justice	 principles	 is	 not	 consistent	 with	 a	
conventional	theological	tradition	of	exegesis.	Many	of	the	Earth	Bible	Project	readings	do	
make	use	of	conventional	exegetical	techniques	to	correctly	deliver	conclusions	that	many	




















a	(particular)	reading	of	 the	tradition,	and	thus,	crucially,	severely	 limits	 its	ability	to	be	
persuasive	for	those	within	that	tradition.”14	
The	 most	 useful	 outcome	 of	 the	 SBL	 consultation	 was	 the	 notion	 of	 Earth	
Community,	or	what	Hilary	Marlowe	has	recently	called	an	“Ecological	Triangle,”15	which	









is	 nonetheless	 coherent	 ...	 with	 a	 scripturally	 shaped	 Christian	 orthodoxy.”17	 His	 new	
approach	has	three	dimensions.18	First,	exegesis	needs	to	recognise	the	historical	context	
in	 which	 the	 biblical	 texts	 were	 generated.	 One	 simply	 cannot	 take	 texts	 out	 of	 their	
context	 and	 apply	 them	 directly	 to	 modern	 issues.	 Second,	 interpretation	 needs	 to	 be	
informed	by	theological	tradition,	which	includes	appropriate	attention	to	the	authority	of	
scripture.	 At	 the	 same	 time,	 theological	 tradition	 should	 always	 be	 in	 a	 state	 of	 self‐
examination	 and	 self‐reflection.	 Third,	 biblical	 interpretation	 needs	 to	 engage	 with	 the	
best	contemporary	science	and	ethics.		
Horrell’s	 approach	 also	 builds	 on	 Conradie’s	 notion	 of	 doctrinal	 lenses.19	 All	
exegetical	 undertakings	 are	 views	 from	 a	 certain	 theological	 and	 social	 context,	 and	 a	
doctrinal	 lens	attempts	to	provide	a	consistent	theological	viewpoint	by	bringing	certain	
biblical	 texts	 into	 sharp	 focus	 and	 blurring	 or	 giving	 less	 weight	 to	 others.	 Traditional	
examples	 of	 doctrinal	 lenses	 are	 Luther’s	 “justification	 by	 faith	 alone”	 or	 Calvin’s	
“sovereignty	of	God.”	Horrell	proposes	some	lenses	that	might	be	useful	for	eco‐theology:	



















The	work	 described	 in	 this	 paper	 is	 complementary	 to	 these	 existing	 approaches,	
since	it	addresses	a	different	problem	–	the	question	of	how	to	turn	intellectual	knowledge	
about	an	environmental	crisis	 into	committed	action.	 It	 is	novel,	 in	that	 it	explicitly	uses	
biblical	texts	to	assist	this	process.	
ECOLOGICAL APPROPRIATION OF BIBLICAL TEXTS 
A	major	 issue	 in	current	environmental	ethics	 in	developed	nations	 is	how	to	encourage	
western,	industrialised	citizens	to	take	responsibility	for	the	environment.21	The	answer	is	
not	found	in	simply	presenting	clear	intellectual	knowledge	about	the	ecological	crisis.	
A	 useful	 idea	 for	 categorising	 the	 psychological	 disconnect	 between	 intellectual	
knowledge,	 heartfelt	 passion,	 and	 enthusiastic	 action	 that	 is	 particularly	 relevant	 to	
environmental	 ethics	 is	 the	 3H	 framework.22	 This	 acknowledges	 that	 ethical	 responses	
occur	 in	 three	 stages	 from	 Head	 to	 Heart	 to	 Hands.	 A	majority	 of	 people	 already	 have	
“head	 knowledge”	 about	 the	 importance	 of	 creation,	 and	 care	 for	 the	 environment.	
However,	 it	 has	 proven	 difficult	 to	 translate	 this	 into	 “heart	 knowledge”	 based	 on	 a	
commitment	 to	 developing	 a	 right	 relationship	 with	 creation.	 This	 is	 a	 necessary	 step	
before	people	can	meaningfully	engage	in	“hands‐on”	action.	This	paper	investigates	what	
biblical	interpretation	can	do	to	help	with	the	Head	to	Heart	step.	
On	 a	 more	 theoretical	 level,	 this	 work	 uses	 notions	 from	 Speech	 Act	 Theory,	
pioneered	by	Austin.23	In	Speech	Act	Theory,	words	are	not	just	statements,	but	speakers	
can	 do	 things	 with	 words	 using	 so‐called	 “Performative	 Utterances.”	 For	 example,	 in	 a	
liturgical	sense,	words	are	used	to	confess	faith,	to	confess	sins,	to	forgive,	to	consecrate,	
and	 to	 bless.	 In	 a	 spiritual	 or	 devotional	 sense,	 biblical	 texts	 can	 be	 used	 to	 accuse,	 to	
lament,	to	repent,	to	forgive,	to	restore,	to	praise	and	to	worship.		
More	 recently	 Richard	 Briggs	 explores	 the	 use	 of	 Speech	 Act	 Theory	 in	 biblical	
analysis.24	Briggs	finds	that	Speech	Act	Theory	is	not	a	widely	used	analytical	tool,	because	
at	 some	 level,	 all	 words	 do	 something,	 so	 speech	 acts	 fail	 to	 divide	 texts	 into	 the	 clear	
categories	preferred	by	analytic	philosophers.	 Speech	act	 theory	 is	most	useful	 for	 texts	
which	 are	 what	 Briggs	 calls	 “strongly	 self‐involving”	 where	 speech	 acts	 change	 the	
relationship	 between	 those	 in	 the	 conversation.	 Briggs	 applies	 his	 methodology	 to	
selected	 texts,	 which	 are	 all	 in	 the	 New	 Testament.	 However,	 his	 analysis	 is	 largely	
synchronic	in	the	world	of	the	text.	He	doesn’t	extend	his	analysis	to	the	biblical	reader’s	
















developing	 a	 biblically‐inspired	 doctrine	 of	 our	 relationship	with	 creation,	 and	 to	make	
declarative	statements	about	 the	appropriate	human	responses	 to	 the	current	ecological	
crisis.	 Instead,	this	paper	approaches	the	Bible	as	a	resource	to	also	stimulate	emotional	
and	spiritual	senses	as	part	of	a	meaningful	ethical	engagement	with	the	ecological	crisis.		
The	 new	 technique	 in	 this	 project	 is	 based	 on	 ecological	 appropriation	 of	 biblical	
texts.	 Appropriation	 of	 biblical	 texts	 means	 that	 the	 texts	 are	 applied	 outside	 of	 their	
original	 historical	 context	 to	 give	 insight	 to	new	 issues,	 in	 this	 case	 to	 ecological	 issues.	
The	reader	is	asking	a	particular	question	of	the	text,	viz.,	how	to	understand	and	ethically	
respond	 to	 the	 modern	 environmental	 crisis.	 The	 validity	 and	 usefulness	 of	 the	
appropriated	 texts	depends	on	maintaining	 a	meaningful	 link	 to	 the	original	 theological	
context.	
A	key	aspect	of	the	analysis	is	the	doctrinal	lens	that	is	used	to	provide	a	framework	
for	 analysis,	 and	 here	 the	 widespread	 notion	 of	 “Earth	 Community”	 is	 used,	 which	




used	 to	 simply	 reinforce	 the	 existing	 mind‐set	 of	 the	 exegete.	 Like	 all	 exegesis,	 the	







mentioned	earlier.	Rather	 than	 judge	 the	 texts	 against	an	external	yardstick	 such	as	 the	




















3.	 What	 effect	 do	 the	 actions	 and	 choices	 of	 human	 beings	 have	 on	 the	 non‐human	
creation	and	vice	versa?30	
Marlow	selects	three	prophetic	texts	to	analyse	in	detail	using	this	framework–	First	
Isaiah,	 Hosea,	 and	 Amos.	 In	 Amos,	 she	 concludes	 that	 “non‐human	 creation	 performs	 a	
significant	 role	 in	 demonstrating	 the	 powerful	 and	 all‐encompassing	 nature	 of	 God.”31	
Natural	disasters	are	used	as	a	warning	from	God	to	his	people	to	signal	God’s	displeasure,	
while	 fertility	 and	 abundance	 are	 signs	 of	 God’s	 renewed	 favour.	 Marlow	 argues	 that	
Hosea	 concentrates	 more	 on	 the	 relationship	 between	 God	 and	 Humanity,	 and	 that	
breakdown	 in	 this	 relationship	 is	 signalled	 by	 devastation	 in	 the	 natural	 world.32	 In	
Marlow’s	 view,	 First	 Isaiah	 deals	more	 openly	with	 the	 relationship	 between	Humanity	
and	non‐human	Creation.	Disobedience	breaks	down	the	God‐Humanity	relationship,	and	
as	 a	 result	 also	 breaks	 down	 the	Humanity‐Creation	 relationship.	Harmonious	 relations	
between	God	and	Humanity	 are	 reflected	by	 restoration	of	 the	 links	between	Humanity	
and	non‐human	Creation.	33	
Braaten	 has	 produced	 several	 publications	 investigating	 the	 theme	 of	 land	 in	 the	
Book	of	the	Twelve.	As	part	of	the	Earth	Bible	Project,	Braaten	analyses	Earth	Community	
in	Hosea,	where	both	humans	and	the	Earth	are	punished	 for	 turning	away	 from	God.	 34	
When	humans	use	the	land	to	grow	offerings	for	false	gods,	the	Earth	is	implicated	in	this	




as	 a	 land	 of	 whoredom,	 subservient	 to	 our	 own	 false	 Gods	 of	 violence,	 greed	 and	
consumerism,	 or	 will	 we	 treat	 the	 Earth	 as	 provider	 of	 life	 and	 mediator	 of	 God’s	
blessings?	
In	a	recent	work,	Braaten	specifically	addresses	an	eco‐theological	interpretation	of	























is	 restored,	 but	 the	 lingering	 tensions	 still	 remain.37	 Braaten’s	 analysis	 provides	 a	 very	
interesting	 interpretation	 of	 the	 role	 that	 non‐human	 creation	 actively	 plays	 in	 the	
restoration	 of	 right	 relationships	 with	 God.	 Earth	 actively	 suffers,	 mourns	 and	 repents	
when	 relationships	 are	 broken,	 and	 Earth	 rejoices	 and	 praises	 restoration	with	 fertility	
and	abundance.	However,	Braaten	fails	 to	take	the	next	step	and	relate	 lessons	from	the	





universal	 application.	 Joel	 records	 a	 prophetic	 response	 to	 a	 locust	 plague	 which	 has	
struck	the	land.	Joel	is	heavy	with	references	to	the	earth,	animals	and	plants,	and	includes	
significant	 proto‐apocalyptic	 imagery	 around	 the	 Day	 of	 the	 LORD.	 Joel	 describes	 an	
ancient	ecological	crisis,	and	examines	this	crisis	theologically.	These	elements	suggest	it	
is	potentially	a	rich	source	of	wisdom	for	the	current	ecological	crisis.		
Joel	 is	 a	 short	 book,	 73	 verses	 long,	 and	 it	 can	 be	 divided	 into	 eight	 sections,	 as	
follows:	 Lament	 Over	 the	 Ruin	 of	 the	 Land	 (1:2‐12),	 A	 Call	 to	 Repentance	 and	 Prayer	
(1:13‐20),	The	Day	of	the	LORD	and	his	Army	(2:1‐11),	A	Call	to	Return	to	God	(2:12‐17),	
God’s	Response	and	Promise	(2:18‐27),	the	Day	of	the	LORD	(2:28‐32),	God’s	Judgement	of	










The	 destruction	 of	 grain,	 wine	 and	 oil	 are	 particularly	 significant,	 since	 their	
abundance	 is	 a	 mark	 of	 covenant	 blessings	 (Deut	 7:13),	 and	 they	 have	 particular	
importance	in	sacrificial	tithe	offerings	that	are	to	be	eaten	in	God’s	presence	(Deut	12:17‐


















There	are	three	key	 insights	that	emerge	when	the	original	 text	 is	used	to	 frame	a	
response	 to	 the	 modern	 environmental	 crisis.	 First	 is	 the	 notion	 of	 broken	 covenant	
relationships.	 While	 the	 curses	 in	 Joel	 explicitly	 relate	 to	 the	 Deuteronomic	 covenant	
between	 God	 and	 Israel,	 there	 is	 a	 broader	 view	 among	modern	 eco‐theologians	 of	 the	
importance	of	 a	 three‐way	covenant	between	God,	humanity	 and	non‐human	creation.40	
This	 is	partly	based	on	 the	Noahic	 covenant,	 an	 “everlasting	 covenant	between	God	and	
every	 living	 creature	 of	 all	 flesh	 that	 in	 on	 the	 earth”	 (Gen	 9:16).	 The	 responsibility	 of	
humankind	when	banished	 from	Eden	 is	 “to	 the	 till	 the	 land	 from	which	he	was	 taken”	
(Gen	 3:23).	 Even	 the	 previously	 mentioned	 texts	 which	 might	 be	 used	 to	 indicate	 the	
primacy	of	humanity	over	creation	(Gen	1:28,	Ps	8:4‐5)	can	be	equally	seen	as	reiterating	
the	 existence	 of	 a	 covenantal	 link.	 Church	 leaders	 such	 as	 Pope	 Benedict	 XVI	 have	 also	
embraced	 this	 language,	 referring	 to	 “that	 covenant	 between	 human	 beings	 and	 the	
environment,	 which	 should	 mirror	 the	 creative	 love	 of	 God.”41	 Therefore,	 the	
environmental	 crisis	 can	 be	 seen	 as	 a	 covenantal	 problem,	 and	 such	 problems	 are	





and	 curses.	 For	modern	 Christians,	 there	 is	 first	 a	 need	 to	 acknowledge	 the	 extent	 and	
significance	of	modern	environmental	problems,	and	to	observe	where	obligations	to	care	
for	 the	 land	 have	 been	 broken.	 Issues	 like	 species	 extinction,	 destruction	 of	 habitat,	
desertification	 of	 farmland	 and	 environmental	 pollution	 all	 need	 to	 be	 stated	 and	
acknowledged.	 In	 Joel,	 these	 observations	 are	 intermingled	 with	 imperative	 calls	 to	
respond	appropriately.	The	calls	are	of	 three	types.	The	first	 is	a	call	 to	“hear”	and	“give	




that	 provides	 short‐term	 comfort	 and	 ease,	 but	 in	 the	 long‐term	 leads	 to	 conflict	 and	
disaster.	The	 final	 call	 is	 to	mourn,	despair	and	grieve.	Once	 the	ecological	 crisis	 is	 seen	
















response	 is	 to	be	 successful.	A	 common	mistake	 in	 ethics	 is	 to	 assume	 that	humans	are	
purely	rational	creatures,	and	that	if	humans	are	convinced	intellectually	that	an	action	is	
correct	 they	 will	 follow	 it.	 Joel	 reminds	 its	 readers	 about	 spending	 sufficient	 time	 on	
observing	 that	 there	 really	 is	 an	 ecological	 crisis,	 and	 to	 connect	 to	 that	 crisis	 through	
lament.	Only	when	hearts	as	well	as	intellects	are	engaged	will	passionate	action	follow.	
A CALL TO REPENTANCE AND PRAYER (1:13‐20)  
The	 next	 section	 repeats	 many	 of	 the	 themes	 in	 the	 first	 section,	 and	 has	 a	 similar	
rhetorical	 structure.	 The	 section	 consists	 of	 imperative	 calls	 to	 action	 intermixed	 with	
more	declarative	statements	about	the	nature	of	the	disaster.	
In	terms	of	declarative	statements,	grain	offerings	and	drink	offerings	are	withheld	
(1:13),	 with	 the	 same	 covenant	 symbolism.	 The	 other	 covenant	 symbols	 mentioned	 as	
offerings	in	Deut	12:17	are	“the	firstlings	of	your	herds	and	your	flocks.”	Deut	28:	51	also	
states	that	“your	cattle	and	the	issue	of	your	flock”	will	not	increase	as	a	covenant	curse.	
Joel	 1:18	 describes	 the	 suffering	 of	 sheep	 and	 cattle	 to	 further	 emphasise	 the	 covenant	







of	 the	 LORD	 is	 a	 common	 theme	 throughout	 the	 Book	 of	 the	 Twelve.	 Unlike	 the	 New	
Testament	concept	of	a	unique,	eschatological	day	of	judgement,	the	Old	Testament	Day	of	
the	LORD	is	normally	understood	as	one	of	many	times	in	history	when	God’s	judgements	
(blessings	 or	 curses)	 are	 passed	 upon	 his	 people,	 based	 on	 their	 obedience	 or	
disobedience	 to	 his	 covenant.42	 Judgement	 is	 also	 passed	 on	 the	 nations,	 depending	 on	
their	 treatment	of	God’s	people.	The	 locust	plague	 and	drought,	 as	 covenant	 curses,	 are	
indications	 that	 covenant	 relationships	are	 strained	and	 that	 further	 judgement	 is	 likely	
unless	 there	 is	 a	 return	 to	 the	 LORD,	 leading	 to	 the	 ultimate	 curse	 that	 “the	 LORD	 will	
scatter	you	among	all	peoples,	from	one	end	of	the	earth	to	the	other;	and	there	you	shall	
serve	other	gods”	 (Deut	28:64).	The	modern	 implications	of	 the	Day	of	 the	LORD	will	be	
explored	in	the	next	section.	
In	terms	of	our	modern	ecological	crisis,	the	section	represents	a	transition	from	a	
call	 to	 mourning,	 to	 a	 call	 to	 repentance.	 Moreover,	 the	 call	 to	 action	 moves	 from	
individuals	 to	 the	 community.	 Today’s	 people	 of	 God	 are	 likewise	 encouraged	 to	 “call	 a	
sacred	assembly	...	and	cry	out	to	the	LORD”	(1:14).	Special	responsibility	in	Joel	is	placed	









In	 Joel	2,	 the	Day	of	 the	LORD	that	 is	 foreshadowed	 in	1:15	 is	now	imminent.	2:1‐11	has	
proven	 to	be	a	very	difficult	passage	 to	 interpret.	The	Day	of	 the	LORD	 is	portrayed	as	a	
destructive	army	which	 lays	waste	 to	 the	 land.	There	 is	debate	about	whether	 the	army	
refers	 to	a	human	army	 from	either	Babylon	or	Assyria,	or	whether	 it	 refers	 to	 another	
locust	plague	that	ravages	the	land,	or	whether	it	is	God’s	eschatological	host.	43	
In	 this	 ecological	 appropriation	 of	 the	 text,	 the	 literal	 interpretation	 is	 less	
important	 since	 the	 focus	 of	 interest	 is	 on	 the	 theological	 implications	 of	 the	 text.	 The	
references	to	ecological	destruction	in	this	text	are	clear:	“before	them	the	land	is	like	the	
garden	 of	 Eden,	 behind	 them,	 a	 desert	 waste”	 (1:3).	 The	 modern	 industrial‐scale	
destruction	of	the	environment	has	clear	parallels	to	this	text.	Large‐scale	clear‐felling	of	
forests	for	agriculture	or	mining	appears	very	much	like	a	destructive	army	moving	across	
the	 landscape.	 In	 our	modern	 setting,	 the	Day	of	 the	LORD	 can	be	visualised	as	 the	 final	
outcome	 of	 continued	 ecological	 destruction.	Without	 a	 change	 of	 heart	 and	 action,	 the	
earth	will	continue	to	be	destroyed,	and	eventually	the	actions	of	an	ecologically	reckless	
society	will	need	to	be	accounted	for.	
The	 role	 of	 God	 in	 this	 judgement	 is	 particularly	 noteworthy,	 since	 “the	 LORD	
thunders	 at	 the	head	of	 his	 army”	 (2:11a).	This	 suggests	 that	God	 is	not	 a	disinterested	











the	 listeners	 to	 “rend	 your	 hearts	 and	 not	 your	 garments.”	 “Heart”	 as	 a	 metaphorical	
concept	 in	 the	Old	Testament	has	 a	wide	 range	of	meanings,	 all	 related	 to	 the	personal,	
inner	 life	 –	 it	 can	 mean	 personality,	 intellect,	 memory,	 emotions	 or	 will,	 and	 can	 be	






God,	 so	 that	 all	 relationships	 in	Earth	Community	 are	 restored.	The	 call	 for	 a	 change	of	



















Restoration	 of	 Earth	 Community	 brings	 blessings	 to	 the	 people	 through	 the	
restoration	 of	 a	 fruitful	 creation.	 Part	 of	 God’s	 answer	 is	 that	 “I	will	 drive	 the	 northern	
horde	 far	 from	you”	 (2:20).	A	change	of	heart	 in	 terms	of	ecological	priorities	can	mean	
that	 industrial‐scale	 ecological	 destruction	 will	 no	 longer	 be	 accepted	 as	 the	 price	 of	
progress.	
Apart	 from	 the	 removal	 of	 the	 “northern	 horde”,	 all	 of	 the	 other	 blessings	 in	 this	
section	 are	 indirect	 blessings	 which	 the	 people	 receive	 through	 ecological	 restoration.	
Blessings	include	grain,	new	wine	and	olive	oil	(2:19),	new	pastures	and	new	fruit	on	fig	
trees	and	vines	(2:22),	autumn	rains	and	spring	rains	(2:23),	overflowing	grain,	wine	and	
oil	 (2:24),	 and	 plenty	 to	 eat	 (2:26).	 These	 blessings	 of	 restoration	 reflect	 exactly	 those	
things	 that	 were	 taken	 from	 the	 people	 in	 chapter	 1	 through	 the	 locust	 plague	 and	
drought.	
God’s	answer	concludes	with	“then	you	will	know	that	I	am	in	Israel,	that	I	am	the	
LORD	 your	 God”	 (2:27).	 In	 other	 words,	 restoration	 of	 right	 relationship	 with	 God	 is	




The	next	 section	 (2:28‐32)	 describes	 the	 positive	 aspects	 of	 the	Day	 of	 the	 LORD	within	
restored	Earth	Community,	when	God	will	“pour	out	my	Spirit	on	all	people.	Your	sons	and	
daughters	 will	 prophesy,	 your	 old	 men	 will	 dream	 dreams,	 your	 young	 men	 will	 see	
visions”	(2:28).	A	change	in	heart	towards	ecological	relationships	will	result	in	a	changed	
desire	 for	 action.	 In	 this	 case,	 the	 action	 is	 to	 prophesy,	 i.e.,	 to	 speak	 out	 against	 an	









This	 section	 describes	 God’s	 judgement	 on	 the	 nations	 “for	 what	 they	 did	 to	 my	
inheritance,	my	people	Israel”	(3:2).	The	literal	content	of	this	section	is	linked	strongly	to	






that	 “my	 people	 Israel”	 are	 those	who	 have	 been	 sinned	 against	 and	 devastated	 by	 the	
nations,	a	more	useful	correspondence	would	be	to	identify	both	human	and	non‐human	




God	 and	 creation.	Through	 their	 actions,	 they	have	 ravaged	 creation,	 and	 left	 their	 land	










The	 final	 section	 confirms	 the	 benefits	 and	blessings	 of	 restored	Earth	Community.	 The	
enormity	 of	 the	 modern	 ecological	 crisis	 can	 seem	 overwhelming	 and	 continued	
degradation	 of	 all	 creation	 can	 seem	 inevitable.	 However	 this	 passage	 provides	 a	 clear	
message	of	hope.	Even	if	 there	are	people	and	nations	who	continue	to	despoil	creation,	
and	 even	 if	 the	 consequences	 of	 these	 actions	 are	 wars	 and	 destruction,	 God	 clearly	
promises	 blessings	 and	 refuge	 to	 those	who	 turn	 back	 to	 God,	 and	who	 seek	 to	 live	 in	
restored	 Earth	 Community.	 Images	 such	 as	 “the	mountains	will	 drip	 new	wine	 and	 the	
hills	will	 flow	with	milk”	 (3:18)	 signify	 that	God’s	blessings	are	generous	and	abundant.	
Living	 in	 restored	Earth	Community	does	not	mean	 that	 life	needs	 to	be	 frugal.	 Instead,	
care	for	the	environment	brings	fullness	of	blessings,	and	the	abundance	of	these	blessings	
indicates	restored	and	right	relationships.		
For	 city	 dwellers	 in	 the	 industrialised	 west,	 living	 perhaps	 with	 little	 direct	
interaction	with	the	natural	environment,	restoration	of	Earth	Community	is	also	a	call	to	







conventional	 exegesis,	 and	 they	 remain	 what	 Horrell	 describes	 as	 “coherent	 ...	 with	 a	
scripturally	 shaped	 Christian	 orthodoxy.”45	 The	 difference	 is	 that	 the	 text	 has	 been	




(2) The	 damaged	 state	 of	 creation	 is	 a	 reflection	 of	 the	 state	 of	 humanity’s	
broken	covenant	relationships	within	Earth	Community.	
(3) Having	observed	a	damaged	creation,	 the	appropriate	response	 is	 first	 to	
mourn.	 Mourning	 then	 leads	 to	 acknowledge	 of	 culpability	 for	 the	 breakdown	 of	
relationships	in	Earth	Community,	and	the	need	for	repentance	and	return	to	God.	
(4) Restoration	of	Earth	Community	is	a	responsibility	for	priests,	elders,	and	
the	 whole	 church.	 Action	 needs	 to	 be	 in	 community,	 not	 just	 individually.	 The	
ecological	crisis	is	not	just	a	political	problem,	it	is	a	religious	issue.	
(5) In	this	context,	the	Day	of	the	LORD	can	be	seen	as	a	metaphor	for	when	the	
inevitable	 consequences	 of	 continued	 ecological	 unsustainability	 come	 to	 a	 head.	
God	is	not	a	passive	observer	of	the	ecological	crisis.	God’s	judgement	(blessings	of	a	
fruitful	 earth	 or	 curses	 of	 a	 ravaged	 earth)	 depends	 on	 right	 relationships	within	
Earth	community.	
(6) God	will	 provide	 a	 refuge	 for	 those	who	 choose	 to	 live	 in	 restored	Earth	
Community,	and	creation	will	continue	to	provide	abundantly	for	them.	By	contrast,	
those	who	seek	to	unsustainably	exploit	creation	will	themselves	face	destruction.	
(7) Joel	 provides	 a	 valuable	 framework	 for	 a	 liturgical	 response	 to	 the	
environmental	crisis.	This	response	might	be	a	formal,	corporate	liturgical	response	
or	 a	 personal	 devotional	 response.	 The	 words	 of	 Joel	 do	 not	 simply	 describe	 an	
ancient	crisis,	 they	are	words	 that	 can	be	used	 today	 to	do	 things	–	 to	observe,	 to	
lament,	to	repent	and	to	be	restored.	
Overall,	 the	prophetic	 call	of	 Joel	appropriated	 into	 the	modern	ecological	 crisis	 is	
for	 a	 change	 of	 heart	 in	 humanity’s	 attitude	 to	 creation.	 While	 the	 Bible	 promises	
unmerited	 and	 unearned	 spiritual	 eschatological	 salvation	 for	 God’s	 people,	 a	 full	 and	
abundant	 earthly	 life	 will	 depend	 on	 restoration	 of	 right	 relationships	 within	 Earth	
Community	through	a	return	to	God.		
Methodologically,	the	technique	of	appropriating	a	text	about	an	ancient	ecological	
crisis	 to	 the	modern	 ecological	 crisis	 brings	 fresh	 insights	 and	 new	messages.	 Although	
some	 historically	 grounded	 passages	 need	 substantial	 imaginative	 reflection	 to	 yield	
modern	meaning	 in	 the	 context	of	 ecological	 action,	 it	 is	possible	 to	draw	out	 some	key	
messages	which	are	repeated	throughout	the	book.	At	least	in	the	case	of	the	book	of	Joel,	
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the	technique	of	ecological	appropriation	reinforces	the	practical,	modern	value	of	ancient	
texts	as	an	underutilised	resource	for	addressing	today’s	ecological	crisis.	
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